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same is true of a pair of terms often used in French historiography: haute noblesse and petite noblesse, or, for the sixteenth century, noblesse d'épée and noblesse de robe. 2 In England, historians draw a distinction between the nobility, which consists of the peers of the realm, and the gentry, which is comprised of knights, esquires and gentlemen. The gentry is, as Peter Coss states in his book on the origins of this social category, a construct or a categorisation by historians; it is not based on contemporary perceptions. 3 In the last few decades many national and regional studies on the nobility have appeared which have tried to underpin all these different labels. Some authors have even tried to compare different 'nobilities', as both Jonathan Dewald and Martin Aurell did in 1996 in their surveys of the European nobility, albeit for a different timespan. However, what Dewald and Aurell count and compare in their books are reconstructions of nobilities all over Europe. 4 Their outcomes can mainly be explained by the differences in the nature and composition of the nobility in these different countries and regions.
In most books surveying the Low Countries, nobles are generally the poor relation. They are treated either as obedient clients of the princes who fulfilled important functions in the army and the state institutions, or as conspiring members of networks undermining the authority of the prince. Recently, Robert Stein has even depicted them as 'those who lost most from Burgundian state formation'. 5 Other authors have a strong preference for the towns and their elites as the most dynamic players in the political interaction with the prince and the state apparatus. However, what these authors are inclined to forget is that nobles formed an important element within the social spectrum of the population of most of the towns of the late medieval Low Countries. The term 'urban nobility', as opposed to 'landed nobility', is sometimes used for this group, but is misleading because it stresses a non-existent contradiction between 'nobility' and 'town', and at the same time it falsely claims to demarcate a well-defined category. In the Low Countries many nobles lived in towns or acquired citizenship because of fiscal and legal advantages. Simultaneously, wealthy burghers who held urban offices aspired to become nobles through the acquisition of lordships and residences in the countryside, and through marriage alliances with older noble families. Often they also tried to gain princely favour, become knights and integrate at the ducal court. 6 This article discusses the social and political features of the nobility in the fifteenth century in one of the most densely populated areas of the Low Countries, the administrative district of Brussels known as the ammanie. The ammanie is an interesting district for an analysis of the nobility because the area was geographically at the heart of the Burgundian Low Countries and contained within its borders the administrative capital of the duchy of Brabant. The nobles in the ammanie not only lived in or near one of the biggest commercial centres of the Low Countries, they were also very close to the centre of political decision-making. The proximity of the ducal residence of the Coudenberg, which had become one of the favourite residences of the dukes of Brabant, facilitated contacts between the duke and nobles of the ammanie. During tournaments at the Grote Markt and the annual procession of Notre Dame de Sablon, the elites of Brussels and the members of the household could mingle in an informal way. 7 Late medieval sources in Brabant do not usually label individuals as noble (edele), and lists of noblemen, compiled for administrative purposes, are very rare. 8 Within the framework of the representative institution in Brabant, the Estates, the Second Estate is sometimes referred to as the edelen, but more often it is labelled as the sum of bannerets, knights and esquires (bainrotsen, ridderen ende knapen in Middle Dutch). There are indicators of noble status on which historians generally rely, such as a knightly title, a lordship, a 'noble' office at court, or a noble lifestyle (e.g. living in a moated house, participating in tournaments); but we should avoid trying to reconstruct the nobility on the basis of an amalgam of these indicators. Methodologically speaking, it is better to reconstruct separate populations that will overlap to some extent but at the same time will show the differences between the categories; not every nobleman will necessarily fit all indicators imposed by contemporary historians. 9 This article is therefore confined to one defined category, well identified by and recognisable to contemporaries: the knighthood, that is, those men who possessed a knightly title, the prime indicator of noble status in late medieval Brabant. 6 For the Low Countries, this methodology was first introduced by Antheun Janse, in his book on the knighthood of the county of Holland. 10 Arie van Steensel, in reconstructing the nobility of Zeeland, established six criteria which independently might identify a person as 'noble'; four of them implied the possession (or acquisition) of a knightly title.
11 Frederik Buylaert, too, in his book on the nobility of Flanders, recognised the importance of a knightly title, although he did not in the end make a separate analysis of the knighthood of late medieval Flanders. 12 Nevertheless, the 17 lists of nobles on which his research was based all show that in this county a clear distinction was made between knights and esquires: in 13 lists the distinction was made explicitly in the headings of the groups of men, and in the four others implicitly on the basis of the prefix messire or mer. 13 The social profile of all the knights and bannerets -leaving aside the esquires -in the ammanie in 1406 and 1475 can be analysed. 1406 was the year in which Anthony (r. 1406-15), son of the Burgundian Duke John the Fearless, was inaugurated as duke of Brabant; and this year constitutes the beginning of the Burgundian rule over Brabant. The year 1475 is more or less the end of this period of rule; Duke Charles the Bold (r. 1467-77) died two years later at the battle of Nancy. The methodological choice to compare two cross-sections of the knighthood is indebted to Christine Carpenter's study of the gentry in Warwickshire and the studies by Janse and Van Steensel. It facilitates comparisons and shows the structures of and changes within the social category.
14 A systematic identification of all knights (rather than just a selection) enables us to assess the impact of Burgundian policies on the social, political and military relevance of the knighthood of Brabant. The comparison between 1406 and 1475 shows that not all knightly families were equally successful in maintaining their superior social and political position. Special attention will be given to the knights' feudal possessions, in particular lordships and fortified residences, in order to establish stratification within the knighthood. These data will, moreover, show the importance of feudal possessions for the knights. Buylaert has recently maintained that the possession of a seigniorial lordship was essential for noble status in Flanders. 15 Whether this was the case for Brabantine knights, and whether they owed their possessions to a deliberate policy of the Burgundian dukes are questions explored here. 16 Finally, the status and position of bannerets within the Brabantine knighthood are highlighted, since they played a crucial role as intermediaries between the duke and the urban elites of Brussels. In other words, this article will treat the knights and bannerets as socio-political actors rather than as practitioners of chivalric ideals. 19 Since all knights and bannerets almost certainly stood in a feudal relationship to the prince, this allows us to reconstruct a complete list of the knighthood in the ammanie. In addition, other sources -such as accounts, lists of political officeholders and chronicles -will be used to identify the knights and bannerets who lived in the ammanie but had their feudal possessions in other parts of Brabant or in another principality.
The ammanie of Brussels was one of the six administrative districts of Brabant created by Duke Henry I (1190-1235). In each of these districts the duke had a representative, who in Brussels was called the amman. The amman was responsible for maintaining law and order, and his most important task consisted of the administration of ducal (high) justice, although in some enfeoffed villages the duke had given or leased out this task to his vassals. In addition, he was empowered to appoint the aldermen in the villages.
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Apart from the town of Brussels, the ammanie consisted of one other town, Vilvoorde, six 'freedoms' or franchises, and some 120 villages (Figure 1) . A freedom was a settlement that had received certain privileges from the duke or a local lord but was inferior to a town in terms of number of inhabitants and economic potential. 21 In 1472 the ammanie numbered about 17,000 hearths or houses, of which approximately 6700 were within the town of Brussels. This means that about 35,000 inhabitants, or 40% of the population, lived in the largest town. 22 
Knighthood in the ammanie
What did it mean to be a knight in fifteenth-century Brussels, and how did one obtain the title? Was it attractive only for reasons of status, or did the title still have a military significance? This issue is relevant in the context of the military reforms introduced by Charles the Bold from 1470 onwards. It has been supposed that, due to the creation of the so-called This chronicle account identifies both esquires and knights as nobles (edele). Furthermore, it shows that the title of knight was not necessarily hereditary but personal, although members of knightly, and de facto noble, families were predestined to be dubbed as knights. In the principalities of the Low Countries the knightly title was conferred by the act of dubbing, which was granted by another knight (in this case the territorial prince) on the eve of, or after, a battle or a siege.
That is exactly what occurred in 1478. On the eve of the battle, Maximilian, with the touch of his sword, conferred knighthood on the esquires from Flanders, Brabant and Hainault, 15 of whom were mentioned by name. The prince pointed out that they had to be worthy of the chivalric order. The new knights then swore loyalty to their prince and vowed to support him to the death. 25 In this situation, the eve of a battle, the prince expected, above all, military support from his men, and the accolade was supposed to work as a stimulus for this. However, in the fifteenth century the accolade also came to be seen as a reward for knightly behaviour and was increasingly bestowed after a battle. As Antheun Janse puts it: the accolade was not given in order that they should behave bravely, but because they had shown courage on the battlefield. 26 In any case, as the above quotation demonstrates, the ceremony was much less elaborate and less sacred than those described in chivalric 'manuals' such as, for example, the anonymous Ordene de chevalerie and Geoffroi de Charny's Book of Chivalry. 27 The second half of the fourteenth century saw a great many military conflicts in which the duke of Brabant was involved 28 -his esquires must equally have had many opportunities to obtain the accolade. However, the evidence for such ceremonies is very scarce. 29 The three wars against Guelders (between 1366 and 1399) are likely to have increased the numbers of knights around 1406, but there is no proof of this.
Most of the knights in the ammanie around 1475 will have been dubbed knights either during the military campaigns of Duke Philip the Good against Ghent (1452-3), or in one of the numerous campaigns led by Charles the Bold from 1465 onwards. At least half of the knights fulfilled their military obligations towards the duke, but for information on dubbing ceremonies we are again dependent on circumstantial evidence, mostly from narrative sources. The contemporary Burgundian chronicler Georges Chastellain, for example, mentions the names of some 25 men who were knighted by the first chamberlain Antoine de Croy and Adolphe de Cleves after the battle of Overmeere on 23 May 1452. These new knights included three esquires from Brussels. 30 However, these references are far from complete. Two other esquires from Brussels, Jean Bernage and Wouter van der Noot, were probably also knighted after one of the battles against the Ghent insurgents. In the household ordinance of Duke Philip the Good of 1451 they were still listed as écuyers, whereas in that of 1455 it was explicitly stated that they had received l'ordre de chevalerye. What exactly is meant by 'the order of chivalry' is not clear. Probably the administrator simply wanted to indicate that they had undergone social promotion, or even that they had been knighted by the duke. This was the main reason for their promotion within the household; for a chevalier the only proper office at the Burgundian court was that of chamberlain. 31 These examples show that a knightly title not only meant social esteem but could also act as a stimulus to a career, especially at the Burgundian court.
There were also other occasions when knights were created in fifteenth-century Brabant: after coronation ceremonies, 32 for example, or during a chapter of the Order of the Golden Fleece, 33 or in the church of the Holy Sepulchre in Jerusalem. 34 In December 1410 Duke Anthony rewarded Klaas van Sint-Goricx and Everard Boote, both sons of knights from Brussels listed in 1406 with exactly the same names, with the sum of 100 Rhenish guilders, about 400 times the daily wage of a master artisan, on the occasion of their knighting in the Holy Land.
35 On 2 November 1450 Jacques I, count of Horn, and four other knights were offered wine by the Brussels town administration on their return from the Holy Land. Possibly Jacques and the others were dubbed knights in Jerusalem. 36 This demonstrates that a newly obtained honour of knighthood was highly esteemed, not only by the prince but also by others. And this esteem was not reserved for accolades bestowed in the Holy Land; the city accounts of Brussels frequently record gifts of wine in honour of newly knighted men. 37 The new knights and their company were rewarded with a gift of wine to celebrate their new social status. Holy Land (or the crusade movement in general) in their coats of arms. For example, members of the Bouchout family, who traditionally held the viscounty of Brussels in fief, not only included the cross of St George in their shield, but also had it repeated three times in the crest of their coat of arms (a bearded man holding a pennon: Figure 2) . 38 This demonstrates that at least some of the knights from Brussels took part in the international chivalric culture of the later Middle Ages. 39 Knights cherished their title; in the ducal administration we see the exact titles (heer or messire) stated, and ridder or chevalier is often added after the name. This was done to ensure that there could be no misunderstanding over the social status of the person in question. Both in the ducal household and in other institutions, such as the Council of Brabant, the highest court of justice in the duchy, knights received higher wages than non-knights and occupied the best seats. 'Les chevaliers ont toujours préséance', as the Belgian historian Philippe Godding put it. 40 In urban documents too, such as charters and lists of aldermen, there was always a careful distinction between those who were styled with the prefix heer -who were normally mentioned first -and those who were not. There is no evidence of Brabantine city-dwellers calling themselves heer without having a knightly title. 41 What is more, in Brabant the title was legally protected; people who used the title improperly, that is, without formally being knighted, were put in the pillory and banished from the duchy. 42 All of this highlights the importance of the knightly title in late medieval Brabantine society.
Knights and numbers
A knight in Brabant, as in other principalities of the Low Countries, was normally styled heer (in Dutch), dominus (in Latin) or messire (in French) in written sources. This form of address, however, was probably not limited to expression in writing, but was also used in speech, except when the feudal or the seigniorial title had more prestige than the knightly title (see below). With this particular form of address, knights could distinguish themselves from others; that is why these prefixes are carefully listed in the summons lists of the Estates and the 'form lists' used by the ducal chancery for correspondence with these men. Moreover, sometimes the explicit mention of ridder, miles or chevalier is used after the name. This means that theoretically it should be relatively easy to identify knights in the sources. In 1475, 53 knights and bannerets can be detected in the administrative sources for the ammanie of Brussels. All bear the title heer or messire and are sometimes specifically referred to as knights (Appendix) . Three of them, Philippe de Glimes, Philippe de Horn and Jean IV de Nassau (who was not dubbed a knight), can be listed in the category of bannerets (see below), which leaves 50 knights.
In 1406 the number is slightly lower: 44 knights and three bannerets. 43 Forty-six knights are mentioned for the ammanie in a summons list drawn up in 1356. 44 These cross-sections seem to demonstrate that from the 1350s to the end of the fifteenth century the number of knights within the ammanie remained more or less constant. At the same time the turnover of knightly families in Brabant was relatively high. Only one in three of the knights and bannerets of 1475 bears a family name that can be found in the list of the ammanie of 1406 (Appendix).
The rate of change in knightly families can be explained by both 'internal' and 'external' migration. Eighteen 'new' knights in 1475 had Brabantine roots and can be located in the neighbouring districts of 's-Hertogenbosch, Tienen, Malines, Antwerp, Leuven and especially Walloon Brabant (Figure 3 ). They acquired their position through marriage with the daughters of families originating from Brussels. Their main feudal possessions, however, were not always in the ammanie, but elsewhere in Brabant. These figures indicate that the majority of the 'new' knights in the ammanie came from within the duchy. Damen A relatively small number of knights (11) dukes to stimulate the formation of a supra-territorial nobility. 49 Geographical mobility within the duchy of Brabant was relatively high, compared with the influx of 'foreign' knights from neighbouring principalities.
In comparison with the other districts of the duchy, in 1406 the ammanie of Brussels had the highest number of knights and bannerets living within its boundaries, followed by Walloon Brabant (37). The lowest number could be found in the north, in the district of 's-Hertogenbosch, where only 10 knights and bannerets seem to have lived at this time. 50 The explanation for the high number of knights in and around Brussels is manifold. From the twelfth century onwards Brussels was of strategic importance for the dukes of Brabant. The town not only formed an important stronghold but also functioned as a reservoir for the recruitment of men for the duke's military operations. In 1235 it was even stipulated that the aldermen were obliged to take part in the ducal expeditions at their own cost (de propria bursa).
51 On the other hand, for legal and political reasons it was attractive for knights and bannerets living outside Brussels to acquire citizenship of the town. As Brussels became increasingly popular as a ducal residence in the course of the fourteenth century, its attractiveness for nobles must also have risen. 52 The summons list of 1406 also records the number of esquires in the different districts of Brabant. Esquires were members of noble families who had not been knighted. Sometimes they were young men who were not yet of age or did not have the experience to obtain the knightly title. More often, however, they did not have enough properties and possessions to maintain a knightly lifestyle. 53 It is generally very difficult to establish the number of esquires, because the title was rarely used in the sources; it was not a title that was generally employed to distinguish individuals. In that sense the summons list is a unique source. In the districts of Brussels and Leuven the number of esquires only amounted to 22 and 23, respectively. These are relatively low figures when compared to the number of esquires in the districts of Walloon Brabant (80), 's-Hertogenbosch (96) and especially Tienen (102) . 54 So whereas the number of esquires was normally greater than the number of knights, in Brussels it was the other way around. This makes clear that the chances of social promotion in Brussels were good, and that the social profile of the entire group of nobles within the ammanie was relatively high.
Compared with principalities outside Brabant, the ammanie had a relatively high number of knights within its boundaries. In the county of Holland, for example, Janse counted some 40 knights around 1405, and only 13 in 1475. In his view, the unusually high number of knights at the turn of the fourteenth century was due to the military campaigns of the count of Holland at this time. 55 Janse assumed that the reason for the sharp decline in the course of the fifteenth century was that the knightly lifestyle was an 49 expensive business -requiring the possession of arms and armour, a horse and the performance of deeds-of-arms -and that the 'middle groups' of the nobility were not interested in receiving the accolade. 56 This was apparently not the case in the ammanie, where the number of knights remained high throughout the later Middle Ages.
The absolute number of knights in the ammanie in 1475 was substantially higher than in Holland or other districts of the Low Countries like Zeeland (39 knights) 57 and Walloon Flanders (33 knights). 58 The military summons lists for 1481 in Flanders lists 30 knights (styled mer) in the district of Bruges, whereas there were 53 for the district of Ghent.
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Although these figures must be seen in relation to estimates of the total population -at that time Flanders numbered about 705,000 inhabitants, whereas Brabant had about 400,000 60 -around 1475 a considerable number of knights (30-55) lived in each of the most urbanised districts of the Low Countries. However, as far as the ammanie was concerned, Burgundian rule only implied a modest increase in the number of knights.
When we analyse the 'professional' profile of the knights, it becomes clear that many played an active role in urban politics. A knightly title was important for local patricians since it gave them a high status within urban society. More than half of the knights, 26 in 1406, held an office in the town administration at some point in their careers. This percentage had declined considerably by 1475, when only 13 of the 53 knights and bannerets in the ammanie occupied political positions as burgomaster and/or alderman in the Brussels magistracy, whereas four knights had similar positions in Leuven (Appendix) . These figures may indicate that the number of knights within the urban patriciate had diminished and that not all knightly families could maintain the costly lifestyle that was based on prowess ('the cornerstone of chivalric culture' in the words of Craig Taylor) and largesse. 61 Still, many knights continued to play an important role in the town, not only officially but also informally as dominant members of political factions. Their knightly titles meant they could enjoy a special relationship with the prince, especially when they possessed important fiefs (lordships and/or castles) in or outside the ammanie. In this way they could distinguish themselves from other patricians. 62 
Feudal possessions and military service
The Burgundian takeover of Brabant at the beginning of the fifteenth century was carefully prepared by Duke Philip the Bold, and the Brabantine nobility played a crucial role in this process. One of the key elements of this policy was the creation of a 'pro-Burgundian party' in the 1380s by distributing rent fiefs among the nobility and urban elites of the duchy. 63 No fewer than eight nobles from the ammanie (one banneret, five knights and two esquires) received money fiefs of this kind; these were in fact pensions, but granted 56 under the conditions of a fief, including an oath of loyalty. 64 These eight men all occupied key positions, either in the princely institutions or in the town administration. The establishment of these personal bonds must have helped with the integration of Brabant into the composite Burgundian state, indirectly in 1406, through a collateral branch of the dukes of Burgundy, and directly in 1430.
Apart from these more exclusive 'political' fiefs, which fell out of use in the fifteenth century, all knights possessed normal fiefs, the most important ones being lordships. In 1958 Bonenfant and Despy stated that in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries the possession of a lordship with high jurisdiction was what distinguished nobles from non-nobles in the duchy of Brabant. A nobleman was, in their words, 'free, rich and living in a castle' ('libre, riche, vivant dans un château'), but above all he was the lord of a village whose name he bore. The seigniorial rights he possessed with regard to goods and persons ensured that the lord was considered a nobleman. 65 Was this still the case in the fifteenth century? In a book of regulations for the Council of Brabant, the legal expert Willem van der Tannerijen (d. 1499) linked the different lordships in the duchy to the knightly hierarchy. He asserted that the 'natural jurisdiction' of noblemen, that is the right to judge crimes and offences within their lands, corresponded with the seigniorial status of their fiefs ('weerdicheyt der heerlicheyt van hueren leene'). That is why, according to Van der Tannerijen, bannerets exercised high criminal jurisdiction (the right to judge serious crimes), chatelains middle jurisdiction, and others only low jurisdiction. 66 This was more a lawyer's ideal than a reflection of reality, as in late medieval Brabant there were men other than bannerets who possessed lordships with high jurisdiction.
That said, the lordships possessed by the bannerets in the ammanie were of a different order to other landed properties. In 1406 and 1475 the only lordships called terroir or lant in the sources were Gaasbeek, Grimbergen and Rumst. The word terra was already used for Gaasbeek and Grimbergen in the oldest register of fiefs of Brabant, the so-called Latijnsboek of Duke John III (r. 1312-55). 67 It probably referred to the legal aspects of the lordship: terra meant here that the territory was under single control, the authority of the local lord. 68 In 1475 the lordship of Rumst still included high jurisdiction, but it was held in fief from the lord of Grimbergen. The same went for other high lordships in the ammanie, like Blaasveld, Buggenhout and Haacht. 69 In this way, the bannerets held a higher position not only in the knightly hierarchy, but also in the jurisdictional hierarchy of the duchy. Apart from the six lordships already mentioned, there were a further four with high jurisdiction that were held in fief in the ammanie around 1475. 70 As there were more knights than lordships with high jurisdiction, not every knight could possess one. Further, an analysis of the feudal registers of 1475 shows that two lordships with high jurisdiction were held by esquires, although the holders were dubbed knights at later stages of their careers. 71 At the same time, knights whose career was restricted to town administration did not possess any lordships of importance (Appendix) . Whereas around 1406 only six knights and bannerets possessed more than one lordship (in the ammanie and elsewhere in Brabant or beyond), around 1475 the number had doubled to 12. In the course of the fifteenth century we note both a concentration of lordships within the ammanie, and an increase in knights who owned lordships both in and outside the district of Brussels. 72 The question remains whether it was a deliberate policy of the Burgundian dukes to bestow lordships in Brabant on their favourite courtiers. In 1406 only seven bannerets and knights (15%) held an office at the Brabantine court. By 1475 the absolute number of bannerets and knights attached to the ducal household had doubled to 15 (28%), although only one knight, Jean de Luxembourg, count of Saint-Pol and lord of Rumst, was a member of the Order of the Golden Fleece, a select circle of important nobles from all Burgundian principalities who had taken an oath of loyalty to the duke (Appendix). 73 However, from the beginning of the fourteenth century Rumst was owned by several successive non-Brabantine families. Brabant was not an island, and especially in the bordering areas with Holland, Flanders and Hainault, a relatively high number of noblemen owned lordships in combination with smaller (money) fiefs in two or even three principalities. This 'multiple vassalage' implied not only that they could act as courtiers or councillors in the service of various princes, but also that they could be summoned in the second Estate of several principalities. 74 Most of the lordships were transferred normally in a natural way through marital alliances. However, it should be stressed that in 1475 knights who were princely officers all possessed lordships with high jurisdiction. Hence, the possession of a lordship accentuated not only the social status these officers already had, but also their public authority. Moreover, there was a strong identification 70 Seneffe, Meerbeek, Asse and Petit-Roeulx-lez-Nivelles. 71 of the fief-holders with their lands, especially when a lordship was held for generations within the same family, and the toponym had become the family's surname.
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It is not sufficient simply to enumerate the lordships because they differed widely in value. The most important fief-holder in the ammanie was Philippe de Horn, who possessed the lordship of Gaasbeek. The revenue from this lordship was at least £2400 on a yearly basis. 76 This was twice as much as the 'richest' fief-holder in the county of Holland -Eleonora van Borssele (£1176) -but less than the richest fief-holder of Walloon Flanders, Pierre de Roubaix (£3281). 77 But even in Brabant, Gaasbeek was not the lordship with the highest revenue. In 1474 the lands of Breda and Bergen-op-Zoom provided their owners with £3429 and £5689 respectively. 78 These figures make it clear that lands or lordships could produce high revenues, although there were also high costs attached to upholding a lordship. Still, the returns from the high jurisdiction in Gaasbeek were only £150, no more than 6% of the total revenues. In other words, high jurisdiction rendered more prestige than income. As Gaasbeek was a vast territorial lordship, it was not very remarkable that the highest revenues (£944: 37%) came from the land taxes and rents (cheinsen ende renten), together with the profits from the waters, forests and pastures, and the excises on beer and wine. The second highest revenue was from the lease of the 11 watermills in the land of Gaasbeek (around £600, or 24% of the total revenues). 79 In this way, a substantial part of the revenues of the lord of Gaasbeek derived from the regalia, in origin princely rights over water, wind and wasteland. 80 Moreover, 180 fief-holders held their fief directly from the lord of Gaasbeek. Among them were several knights: Jacob Taye, who possessed the lordship of Gooik, 81 Michiel Absoloens, who held a maison called Ten Broecke, 82 Hendrik van der Meeren, with two other maisons, 83 and Jan van Kruiningen, who held the maison of Pamele, along with an unknown number of other fief-holders, who included the knight Jan van Herzele (Appendix) . 84 The knights Jan van Edingen-Kestergat, Koenraad van der Meeren, Klaas van den Heetvelde, Jan Pinnock, Jan van Formelis, Lodewijk van Edingen-Rameru and even the lord of Grimbergen, Philippe de Glimes, are also mentioned as sub-vassals of the lord of Gaasbeek, albeit with smaller fiefs. 85 Apart from this assessment of feudal properties, we need a quantitative perspective to illuminate the stratification of Brabantine knighthood. Thanks to the administrative policies of Duke Charles the Bold, we have an insight into the value of feudal properties in Brabant. From the beginning of his reign in 1467, Charles summoned his fief-holders to assist him in defending his lands. The detailed registration of all the possessions of his fief-holders and their sub-vassals permitted him, in theory, to tax them in accordance 75 with their feudal income. In 1475 he identified three, partly overlapping, categories that should serve him in person: the nobles; those who possessed lordships with high jurisdiction; and those who were taxed to serve with men-at-arms. Others could redeem their military obligations by paying a tax of one sixth of the estimated value of their feudal revenues, because the duke discovered that many of them had great difficulty in gathering men, horses and armour (trouver gens, chevaulx et harnois).
86 Charles did not expect assistance from his knights, but from his most important fief-holders. A knightly title did not make any difference. Moreover, the Burgundian court itself was organised as an army; members of the household were not only obliged to perform military service, but also to maintain a certain number of armed men.
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This tax system set up by Charles the Bold's administrators to finance part of the cost of his armies did not mean the knights no longer served in them. Forty knights had feudal possessions with an annual revenue of more than £10 (Table 1 ) and were also required to serve in person. However, eight of them paid the feudal tax in order to escape their military obligations.
88 Jan van der Bruggen, for example, who possessed a lordship with high jurisdiction, preferred not to serve. Godfried Vilain, lord of Zemst, in theory had to serve with one homme d'armes and two foot soldiers. However, he paid the feudal tax after making a general agreement on all his fiefs with the receiver general Pieter Lanchals.
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Many other exceptions were made to the rules established by Duke Charles the Bold; some of the knights were simply too old to appear on the battlefield. Still, at least 27 knights (50%) served in person, though some of them afterwards could not demonstrate any written proof of their military activities. Others served together with Brabantine bannerets, probably because they were their sub-vassals: Pieter van den Heetvelde under Philippe de Horn, lord of Gaasbeek, 90 and Wouter van der Noot in the company of the count of Nassau. 91 The detailed administrative records resulting from these arrangements make it possible to estimate the revenues of the fiefs of 40 bannerets and knights in 1475 (Table 1 and  Appendix) . 92 Caution is needed in the interpretation of these figures. The data for three important fief-holders are missing, 93 and fief-holders were inclined to make a low estimate of their revenues and list a number of deductible items. 94 The table does, however, give some impression of the broad range of the knightly fief-holders. The majority (53%) of the knights had a feudal income of less than £100. This means that the small-sized knightly fief-holder was dominant in the ammanie, particularly when compared with similar vassals from the county of Holland (46% of knightly fief-holders had revenues of less than £100) and Walloon Flanders (25%), though the duchy of Burgundy registered 65%. In the ammanie the mid-sized knightly fief-holders, with revenues ranging between £100 and £240, formed a relatively small category (27%), whereas the upper category of fief-holders, receiving more than £240 on an annual basis, was relatively large (20%) in comparison with Holland or the duchy of Burgundy. The contrast with Zeeland, however, was remarkable. In that county no fewer than five nobles had a feudal income of £1000 or more, and 24 nobles received between £100 and £1000 annually. 95 This means that there were big differences between the knights and bannerets in terms of the value of their possessions. The majority of the knights had a reasonable but small income from their feudal possessions, whereas only the happy few could rely on a stable amount of money from their fiefs. At the same time many knights in the ammanie were connected through feudal ties. A genuine feudal pyramid existed in this part of Brabant, with the duke at the apex, bannerets holding some large lordships, and knights and esquires holding less significant lordships or smaller fiefs.
It is more problematic to assess the spatial aspects, especially the residences, of the properties, held in fief from the duke in the ammanie, mainly because the nomenclature employed is ambiguous. 96 Four castles (slote, chastel, forteresse) are mentioned, two in the banneret lordships Gaasbeek and Grimbergen (Meise) and two attached to other lordships (Beersel and Schiplaken). The fact that each of these edifices was enclosed by a defensive structure was apparently so evident to contemporaries that no towers, moats or drawbridges were mentioned in the sources. 97 Next there are nine houses (woeninge, huyse, maison), five of them surrounded by moats (hofgrecht, wateren, fosses), and three of them with outer courts (voorhove, nederhove). Finally there are 12 'court houses', which were possibly also farmsteads, referred to as a hof or court, half of them with a moat and three with an outer court. In fact, only half of all these houses were held in fief by knights: four were held by widows of knights, and nine by others. Evidently living in a fortified residence was not the exclusive province of knights or nobles. Finally, we lack information on the houses the knights held as allodial properties. Many knights who held an office in the town administration of Brussels will have possessed a house within the city walls. The same is true of the members of the council of Brabant, eight in 1406 and six in 1475. Since they had to be present regularly in the chamber of the council, next to the ducal palace on the Coudenberg, the councillors must have had a permanent residence in the town.
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For contemporaries a castle or a fortified house was a symbol of knightly or noble power, since it was the main residence of the owner and the place where lordly justice was dispensed. However, this power was not always uncontested. On two occasions the citizens of Brussels destroyed a fortified castle that was held in fief from the duke. In 1388 Zweder van Abcoude, lord of Gaasbeek, wanted to lease some villages in the ammanie from Duchess Joan of Brabant (r. 1356-1406). The knight and alderman Everard t'Serclaes, who possessed neighbouring lordships, strongly opposed this plan. When t'Serclaes trespassed onto the territory of Gaasbeek, he was attacked and mutilated by Zweder's bastard son and his bailiff. The town responded vehemently to this attack. An army was formed, consisting of the urban militias of Brussels and Leuven and led by a ducal officer, the amman of Brussels. With the help of some miners from Liège, the castle was completely destroyed. 99 This example demonstrates that a banneret could not expand his power without limit, especially when the interests of other knights within the ammanie were at stake.
Exactly a century later urban militias destroyed another castle: Beersel, held in fief by Hendrik III van Wittem, lord of Wittem and Beersel and councillor-chamberlain to Maximilian of Austria. He played a leading political role in Brabantine society in the 1480s. It was therefore no surprise that Van Wittem's castles -he possessed two others: Brainel'Alleud in Walloon Brabant and La Folie in the north of Hainault -were a target for the insurgents of Brussels who joined forces with Philip of Cleves in his rebellion against Maximilian in 1488-9. According to the chronicler Jean Molinet, Van Wittem's castles were of crucial importance for the protection of Hainault, the principality that was not yet infected by the 'divisions, commotions and strange business' (divisions, commotions et estranges besonges) that afflicted Brabant and Flanders. Around the turn of the year the insurgents from Brussels then assembled 'siege engines, artillery, ladders, stakes, military equipment and a great many men-at-arms, on horseback and on foot' (gros engiens, artillerie, eschelles, bastons et instruments de guerre … gros puissance de gens de guerre, à cheval et à pied). Hendrik managed to defend his castle, joined by his son Philip, appointed by Maximilian as amman of Brussels. The two, together with 'other noble gentlemen' (aultres nobles gentilzhommes) defended the castle 'so vigorously by brave and noble feats of arms, that those from Brussels were forced to lift the siege' (tant vigoureusement par proesses et nobles fais que les Bruxellois furent contrains de lever leur siège). However, at the end of March the forces of Brussels returned and finally succeeded in laying siege to the castle which in the end was 'terribly beaten by siege engines, debilitated and broken' (horriblement batu de gros engiens, dilapidié et rompu). Shortly afterwards the same fate befell the castle of Braine-l'Alleud, although 98 
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The destruction of the two castles indicates that the political elite of the town of Brussels was able to mobilise extraordinary forces, both in money, men and military equipment, which were able to demolish the best fortified castles in the immediate surroundings of the town. The duke of Brabant had given these castles in fief to high-ranking knights and noblemen who were supposed to defend these strongholds with their own men and military means, partly funded by the prince. Whereas in 1388 the citizens of Brussels considered Gaasbeek as a symbol of banneret power that menaced the interests of the foremost members of the town, Beersel was seen rather as a bastion of princely power. The insurgents destroyed not only a place of military and strategic significance but also a huge knightly residence that represented the controversial regime of Maximilian and his close collaborators.
Bannerets
Traditionally bannerets (baanrotsen in Dutch) played a prominent military and political role in the duchy of Brabant. They derived their prestige from the fact that their lordships, which were held in fief from the duke of Brabant, entailed high jurisdiction and generated a large income. With the annual income of these lordships bannerets were supposed to be able to provide their own companies on military campaigns; these companies would consist of their family members, vassals and servants. Powerful bannerets in fact often had a small, permanent, private army at their disposal, which made them important allies of the prince, although they could turn their military power against him as well. 101 Special square banners that were carried on the battlefield and during tournaments symbolised their military leadership. 102 In Duke Anthony's household (r. 1406-15) this distinction was even more tangible: bannerets were provided with twice as many horses and servants as were knights. 103 The bannerets seem to be a more defined subcategory of the knighthood in Brabant than in other principalities of the Low Countries. Military summons lists of the county of Flanders, dating from about 1385, listed the names of 13 baenrache. Some of these men were also mentioned in later lists, but they no longer constituted a separate military category. 104 Bannerets were also found in other principalities of the Low Counties, such as Guelders, 105 Hainault 106 and Holland, 107 but they were not as prominent and plentiful as in Brabant. As was the case in England, where the rise (and decline) of the banneret was typical of the fourteenth century, 108 Brabantine bannerets distinguished themselves from knights both socially and militarily. In this section, bannerets are first identified and then the distinctive features of the group are examined.
The summons list of the Estates of Brabant of 1406 shows exactly who in the ammanie of Brussels bore the title banneret at that time: the lords of Gaasbeek, Grimbergen and Rumst. They were not identified by personal name, but by the name of their lordship, a symbol of their high status. In these administrative sources it was not necessary to mention their knightly status (with the prefix of messire, dominus or heer). In fact, some of the bannerets had not received the accolade and had the rank of écuyer banneret, that is, a banneret who had remained an esquire and, in consequence, was not dubbed a knight. 109 Indeed, in Brabant the esquire banneret was a recurring type. 110 In the first half of the fifteenth century, the jonkers of Gaasbeek and Nassau, for example, who possessed important lordships within the ammanie, were bannerets but were never dubbed as knights. Until 1458, they were referred to in the court ordinances of Philip the Good by the title of jonker (French damoiseau).
111 For these bannerets, the accolade supposed a hierarchical relationship with the person who conferred knighthood upon them. A man like Jacob van Abcoude (d. 1459), son of Zweder, who held in fief not only the lordship of Gaasbeek, but also other key lordships in the neighbouring principalities of Guelders, Holland and the prince-bishopric of Utrecht, preferred to play a semi-independent role without tying his hands by swearing allegiance to one prince. Brussels. 114 His godfather Duke Philip the Good conferred knighthood on him on 26 April 1452 after the battle of Oudenaarde against the Ghent insurgents.
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Only two months later, before the battle of Rupelmonde, Philippe and his cousin Jacques I, count of Horn, who had received this princely title only two years previously from Frederick III, king of the Romans, 116 unfolded their banners (desployèrent leurs bannières) for the first time, according to the chronicler Georges Chastellain. Chastellain does not make clear when the two were made bannerets by the duke. On the other hand he describes how another knight was created a banneret by cutting off the outer corner of his pennon, thus creating a square banner.
117 Furthermore, Oliver de la Marche makes a distinction between those for whom this ceremony was purely a formality, because they stemmed from families of bannerets, and those who had themselves achieved the rank of banneret: ung relève sa bannière et l'autre entre en bannière.
118 Philippe and Jacques de Horn clearly belonged to the former category; two years later they both participated in the famous Feast of the Pheasant in Lille, where they took an oath to go on a crusade against the Turks.
119 For Philippe, the Ghent war was the launch of his military career. He participated in several military campaigns of Charles the Bold, in 1465 against Liège and in 1466 against Dinant. 120 In 1470 Philippe and Henri de Horn, together with Engelbert II de Nassau, son of Jean IV, commanded the biggest military companies of all Brabantine nobles. 121 For these activities Philippe received satisfactory monetary compensation from the duke.
As mentioned above, the other bannerets of the ammanie were Jean IV de Nassau and Philippe de Glimes, together lords of Grimbergen. They did not receive the accolade and belonged to the special category of écuyer banneret, but were probably the last representatives of this class of banneret in Brabant. In October 1472 Philippe de Glimes is still mentioned as escuier banneret when leading a military company. 122 However, in 1474 he must have been dubbed a knight, because in the taxation registers he is referred to as heer, messire and chevalier.
high jurisdiction' were exempted from this measure and could still bestow clothes in the appropriate colours on their armed followers, officers and other servants. 132 Livery was part of the terms of service but at the same time enhanced the visibility of the retainers, stressed their personal bond with their lord, and could indicate differences in office and/or status. 133 That the bannerets and other lords could still supply livery is an indication of their indisputable status, not only within their lordships, but also in the duchy. Duke Philip the Good issued the ordinance again, with more or less the same wording, in 1431, 1434, 1441 and 1446, with the modification that in these years the exemption was extended to 'bannerets and other nobles'. However, this situation changed in 1448, when only 'dukes and counts and their children' were exempted. 134 No doubt this exemption was especially intended for the counts of Nassau and SaintPol (Jean de Luxembourg), at that time the only noblemen with possessions in the ammanie who bore this title. They were still allowed to use livery to show in public who were their servants and followers, an indication of their high status, almost on a par with that of the duke. However, 'normal' bannerets lost the right to make their followers visible in this way. A possible explanation may be the efforts of the Burgundian dukes to put an end to strife among the noble and urban elites. In the county of Holland in the 1440s there had been a forceful revival of armed rivalry in the towns, and new regulations on weapons and liveries -similar to those in Brabant -had been issued in response. 135 The bannerets maintained strong ties with the most powerful families living in Brussels. In June 1436 Duke Philip the Good commissioned two bannerets, the lords of Breda (Nassau) and Gaasbeek (Abcoude), to choose, from among the 21 candidates, the seven aldermen 'who would be useful and profitable for us and our business'. 136 The Duke needed the bannerets as intermediaries, since they had their contacts and followers in the town. The knightly family of Van den Heetvelde, for example, who played a prominent role within the town administration throughout the fifteenth century, had close ties with the lord of Gaasbeek. The family originated from the south-western part of Brabant, where it had allodial possessions in the land of Gaasbeek in the area bordering on Flanders and Hainault. 137 As a symbol of their origins and allegiance, their coat of arms was charged with the heraldic device of Gaasbeek: a lion rampant argent crowned or.
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In order to make a career in Brussels, then, knightly aldermen had to maintain strong ties not only with the duke, but also with the bannerets in the ammanie. This may explain why the town administration of Brussels financially supported the construction of the houses of several bannerets in the environs of the ducal palace on the Coudenberg. The town contributed money for the building (or rebuilding) of the house of Antoine de Croÿ, lord of Aarschot, in the 1450s, and the residences ('hôtels') of the count of Nassau and the lord of Ravenstein in the 1480s. 139 In this way the town administration established a durable relationship with these bannerets who occupied high offices in the prince's household. They could benefit the town as brokers for gaining access to the duke when necessary.
Conclusion
Johan Huizinga, in his classic The Waning of the Middle Ages, characterised the fifteenthcentury nobility of the Low Countries as a group of powerful courtiers, endowed by the prince with high offices and important lordships. They were imbued with a fashionable chivalric style, of which the Order of the Golden Fleece, founded in 1430 by the Burgundian Duke Philip the Good (r. 1419-67), was the most evident symbol. In Huizinga's view the behaviour of the late medieval nobility was an escape from reality, where new social groups were taking over power in society. 140 Over the last two decades Huizinga's impressionistic view of the knighthood in the Low Countries has been replaced by more thorough and empirical studies. Datasets listing knights' titles, offices and possessions -though labour-intensive to construct -are crucial for evaluating the social and political position of the knighthood, together with its internal stratification. This article has taken an integrated approach to two cross-sections of the bannerets and knights in the ammanie of Brussels, considering especially their feudal (and other) possessions and their military and political activities. Between 40 and 53 knights lived in the ammanie -most of them in the town of Brussels -throughout the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. Within the duchy of Brabant the ammanie was the district where the highest number of knights can be found in administrative sources. Compared with other highly urbanised districts of the Low Countries, the number of knights in the ammanie was on a par with Ghent but considerably higher than in Holland and Zeeland. Not all the knights performed their military duties, although more often than not this was a question of age.
The knighthood in and around Brussels was a multi-layered social category with great differences in income, offices and social prestige. In 1406, the top ranks of the knighthood consisted of a few bannerets, who possessed the most important lordships in the ammanie and played a crucial role in the prince's political and military institutions. By 1475, 138 Their complete coat of arms was: or, a bend gules charged with three hammers silver, the first charged with an inescutcheon sable, a lion rampant argent crowned or. 139 however, the bannerets' position had changed drastically. Whereas in 1406 they could act as semi-independent princes, although attached to ducal household, in 1475 they acted in closer association and collaboration with the prince. Changes were about to take place in the military field, but the bannerets were not yet affected by the 'modernisation' of the princely army, in which they were prominent leaders. In the fifteenth century, the knightly title became a necessity for Brabantine nobles if they were to play a role within the top echelons of the court, for example, in the princely council or the Order of the Golden Fleece -although there was only one member of this prestigious knightly order among the knights of the ammanie. The écuyerbanneret, a recurring type at the beginning of the fifteenth century, disappeared. Although there were serious conflicts between some of the knights and the citizens of Brussels, there was no dichotomy between knighthood and town, since many knights lived in the town and/or held positions in the town administration. Living close to the centre of decision-making in late medieval Brabant had an impact on the knights, but perhaps less than we might expect. The title bestowed a certain prestige, but it was not a pre-requisite, for example, for holding a lordship. That said, knights or sons of knights owned the most important lordships in the ammanie, those with high jurisdiction and a castle or fortified residence, and all of these high-ranking nobles had a princely office, whether in the household or in other institutions at a regional or local level. Some of the knights in the ammanie were indeed greatly dependent on the favours of the prince and of higher nobles, both for their political activities in the town and for their functioning outside it. Huizinga was partly right: a position at court or a good relationship with the prince could indeed enhance a knight's status in the fifteenth century. However, the majority did not have this relationship of dependence, although they were all bound to the prince by feudal ties.
This case study has focused on the knighthood in and around Brussels. It goes without saying that the conclusions are only valid for part of the duchy of Brabant and for part of the nobility. However, reconstructing a social group on the basis of a single criterion in this way facilitates both chronological and territorial comparisons. Future research into the nobility of the Low Countries would benefit from a strict separation between categories of nobles. Only then will it be possible to discern to what extent these different categories overlap and to draw general conclusions regarding the development of the most powerful social category in the later Middle Ages.
